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ascertained to be so, it is interesting to find that the part-
ners in the theory of intrinsic invalidity of knowledge beg to
differ from each other and join hands with the Nyaya-
Vaisesika and the Mimamsakas. The Buddhism advocates
the extrinsic theory of validity and the Sankhya is consistent
with its avowed theory of Satkaryavada to toe the line of
Mimamsaka theory of intrinsic validity of knowledge. It
may therefore be seen that the Buddhism and Sankhya are
merely reflecting the attitudes of the Nyaya and Mimamsaka
positions in the production and ascertainment of all valid
cognition. They may be treated more or less as mini part-
ners in the Parhtah - Svatah pramanya controversy of
production and apprehension of valid knowledge so hotly
contested and debated by the Naiyayikas and Mimamsa
philosophers.

It is in view of these interesting fact$, a discussion
of the Buddhistic and Sankhya positions of Pramanyavada
gains considerable importance. !t remains to be seen in
course of this Chapter whether the Buddhistic and San-
khya arguments on the extrinsic validity of knowledge, have
anything to add to armours of the extrinsic and to the
intrinsic theories of validity of Nyaya and Mimamsa schools
respectively. Another point of great curiosity is to look into
the aspect of the problem whether any real oRposJtion in
the Paratah - Svatah controversy of PramanyQvada could be
drawn between Naiyayikas and Sankhya for whom both truth
and error are together either extrinsic alone or intrinsic
alone both in respect of origin and ascertainment or between
any two or more systems which adopt different and indepen-
dent criteria for truth and falsity in respect of their origin
and apprehension. In the discussion of the-tests of truth in
Western Philosophy, no distinction is made between truth
and error and the question of the-origin and ascertainment
is for all the theoritical purposes is onjy with regard to truth.
But in Indian Philosophy, a clear cut distinction is made
between truth and error and the question of origin and
ascertainment is equally applicable to truth and falsity. It
is accidental whether any particular system applies the same